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weaken its productive power. Let land be redeemed for twenty
years5 purchase, or at any other fair valuation which the Govern-
ment after inquiry may prefer 3 let every landlord who redeems
his estates receive a clear and incontestable title of proprietor-
ship. The rules promulgated by the Government of the late Lord
Canning are perfectly feasible and the conditions generally are
so far equitable that a Committee of the different Local Councils
may revise them if such a step be calculated to inspire the public
with greater confidence in the measure. We have attempted
to explain only the leading principles of the reform which is
to render our system of land-government as perfect as circum-
stances admit of, and if there be any difficulties in the details,
they are neither so great in number nor so formidable in charac-
ter as to afford any cause for apprehension.

Of estates paying a/#/#;## of a thousand rupees per annum or
under, we might allow the immediate redemption; the rest might be
redeemed by fifths or tenths as may be deemed necessary. But
in all matters relating to the details of the redemption bill, the
committees of the Provincial or the Presidency Council ought to
be the best judges.

Every landlord who redeems his land gives a new pledge
of loyalty to the government of the country; he stakes his all
with the government which has given him the power to redeem,
while he adds materially to the existing taxable resources of
the country which have hitherto had so little aid from indirect
taxation. On both these points the author of the ' Lund lie ve-
nue' offers remarks which deserve a passing notice. Oa the
subject of loyalty, he is of opinion that those who bought land
could not be more loyal than those who bought Company's
paper-money. But as regards wealth, number and importance
there are no common grounds of comparison between land-
lords and c paper-moneyy holders. Furthermore, an imperial
guarantee would replace (paper-money,5 but could it compel a
foreign power to give up lands belonging to private individuals in
India? The writer also observes that any further increase of. in-
direct taxation would fail in India; but it may be just as well to
remind one whose attention is completely absorbed by a hobby,
that the India of 1860 is not the India of 1850, nor is the policy
of Her Majesty's government identical with the * tradition' which
studied to complicate land tenures by the introduction of in-
judicious rights, and to simplify public taxation by confining the
demand chiefly to land. * Because,' also remarks the writer with